: DS
' pooh the

. ministrator of the Small
pind

Ang 1

it
tod that on This materlal

v AlfS"in the coliimn headed
57 In_the instances I have
i pears the name of the pri-

“loans at
cenl interest or
i an outright
fitry alded

Q;' a a,dditlona[ 75 peréent of the face
value of the Ic {rice the United States
pays abou‘ﬁ 4 percent for the money 1t
bol‘I‘OWS e e -

If we, can afford to make such grants
to fprelgn ‘borrowers, why “¢af We not
make similar grants by way of three-
affafters” of 1 percent interest loans
fhrotigh the Small Business Administra-
tion'io The victims of Alaska's disaster-
élfé'?)f 19647
ts™ have “been ‘made to pooh-
‘notion that the rate of interest

{3 important to disaster victims  in
Alaska and that they are most happy to
ret disaster loans ‘fromt “the Small

,‘Bus hess Adminfstration at 3 percent in-
it say that they would refuse to fight

“cohgressional Thtent in provid-
or Small Business Administration
disa ter loans. If the Congress had in-
e interest rate Tor such disaster

t0 be st at 3 percent It would have

ef] ally

earthquake there, We should let them have
these loans as cheaply as they can get them
anywhere else in the world.

s“Anywhere else-in the world,” Indeed
all over the world the United States has

=heen making loans at three-fourths of 1

percent under our foreign assistanee pro-
gram.

Why not equal treatment to Americans
who have been the victims of unprece~
dented disaster.

The mandate to the Small Business
Administrator from the Congress\is
~clear. I hope it W111 be carried out,

DEFENSE OF THEIR CO Y:

YES—VIETNAM: NO

Mr. GRUENING. I am in receipt of
an advertisement published in the New
“York Herald-Tribune which I think
should be taken seriously by our legisla-
tors.

It contains the names of young men
from a great variety of States in the
Union who underscore the policies
espoused by Senator Morsk and by me,

against the people of Vietnam.

I feel they are quite right. As I have
repeatedly stated, this is not our war,
and all of Vietnam is not worth the life
of a single American boy.

I might point out that since the war

in the legislation.

Co

ble and
Sen r from South Caroclina has stated,
‘the ntent of Congress in glving the Ad-

Susiness Ad-

istingiiished senior

ration dlscrehonw

It was to glve the
n to vary ‘the
rat,e up to that ma.ximum rate to tallor
the ald to suit the circumstances ot

] disagter  vietims., ~Benator
on the floor of the
t of the Congress ™

T Vietnam is an undeclared war and one
on which the Congress has taken no
action, these young men/of draft age
cannot be charged with disloyalty or any
corresponding offense.

I ask unanimous consent, that this ad-
‘vertisement be placed in the RECORD at

" There being no objection, the adver-
tisement was ordered to be printed in the
REcorD, as follows:

We the underslgned are young Americans
of draft age. We understand our obligations
to defend our country and to serve in the
‘Armed Forces but we object to belng asked

. avidence of §iich in-
wuthor of the dis-

“Of I
Aiask are pTea,sed t0 be gran”ie& small’
"ot

3

their solicitous

gince “disasfer struck
itude

gyf reged a”b.
X Wg, “Belleved” 'ﬁiafﬁ
_‘Vless

“problems in his State,

fon of the Small Bust-

"Theéy are”

-to support the war in South Vietnam.
Believing that U.S. participation In that
war is for the suppression of the Vietnamese
struggle for national independence, we see no
justification for our involvement. We agree

“4n with Senator WAYNE MogrsE, who sald on the

floor of the Senate on March 4, 1964, regard-
ing South Vietnam, that *“We should never
have gone in. We should never have stayed
. We should get out.”
Belleving that we should not be asked to

fight against the people of Vietnam, we here-~

with state our refusal to do so.
" "(Below Is a partial list:)

‘g iin Allen, Massachusetts; Victor Alonso,

-~ New York; Robert Apter, New York; Robert

Ault, Massachusetts; John H, M. Austin, Con~
necticut; Barry Barlow, Oregon; Peter Bar-
.nett, Pennsylvania; ILee Baxandall, New
York; Bernard Berman, Pennsylvania; Jacob

Californla; Hiugh Blachly, Pennsylvania; Har-
~vyey Blume, New York; Stephen Bonime, .
Robert Bott, Jeff Briggs, Pennsylvania; Frank
Brodhead, Larry Brownstein, Connecticut;
_Leland Bruch, Oregon; Charles Buchanan,

New Jersey; James Bundy, Pennsylvania; Ed-

ward Campbell, Connecticut; B. Catalinotto,
New York; Thomas Christy, Edward Christy,
Pennsylvanla, Edward Clark, Kentucky; Ken-

neth Clouge, Peniis) ‘Ivanla. Joha Coatsworth,

uieﬂd'e’dﬁ Rale 352005101

Peter Cummings New York RoEert ﬁ;ﬁ ?o Oﬁe Sn&%@m

I out objection, it is so ordered.

tei” Doyle Davis, Pénnsylvania;
James Drinkhall, California, Roger Eaton,
Robert Eisenberg, Pennsylvanie; John Ewell,
Connecticut; Joe Eyer, Pennsylvania; David
French Feingold, Illinois; Douglas Ferguson,
California; Shannon Ferguson, Connecticut;
¥, Quin Foreman, Peter H. Freeman, New-
York; Robert Gallway, James Garahan,
Pennsylvania; Jeremiah Gelles, New York;
Frank Ghigo, Pennsylvania; Andrew Good-
man, Marcus Gordon, New York.

Marc Graham, Connecticut; Edmund Haz-
zard, Michael Hedgepeth, Pennsylvania;
Harold Hill, Oliver Holmes, Illinois; Alfred
Hopkins, New York; Christopher Horton, I1li~
nots; Robert Hume, Pennsylvania; Douglas
Ireland, New York; Lance Jackson, Pennsyl-
vania; John Jaros, David Jette, James John-
son, Dan Kalb, New York; Harvey Kahn,
Masgsachusetts; Martin Kanner, New York;
Clark Kissinger, Wisconsin; Robert Klein,
Pennsylvania; Richard Kling, Hlinois; David
Koteen, Pennsylvania; Levi Lee Laub, New .
York; E. Daniel Larkin, Pennsylvania; Carl
Laws, Maine; Edward Lemansky, North Car-
olina; Donald Leslie, Oregon; William Levy,
Illinols; James Lewark, Jr.,, Loulisiana; Victor
Lippit, Connécticut; Eric I..ob Pennsylvania,
Phillip Abbott Luce, Shelbourne Lyman, New
York; Andrew MacEwan, Illinois; Albert
Msaher, Texas; Willlam Malandra, Pennsyl-
vania; David B. Martin, California; Richard
Martin, Massachusetts; Paul Mattick, Jr.,
Pennsylvania; Melvyn Maurer, Robert V.
Maxwell, Don McKelvey, New York; John
Meeks, Pennsylvania; Alvin Meyer, Gerald
Meyer, New Jersey; Paul Miller, Charles Mills,
Pennsylvania; George Mitchell, Tlinois;
James D. Moue, Wisconsin; H. D. Muller,
New York; Anthony Murad, Callifornla; Mar-

‘tin Nicolaus, Massachusetts,

Theodore A. Ostrow, Peter Owins, New
York; -Robert Pardum, Colorado; Wil-
liam Parham, Connecticut; Ronald Payne,
Massachusetts; David W. Piper, Pennsyl-
vanin; Robert A. Potter, Kentucky; David
Raboy, Massachusetts; David Rasgkin, Con-
necticut; Frank Redfield, R. M. Rhoads,
New York; Martin Relsberg, Illinois; Nathan
Riley, Massachusetts; Charles Rosen, New
York; Jacob Rosen, Georgia; Anthony
Rosner, Pennsylvania; Jeffrey Roven, New
‘York; Ralph Sacks, Wisconsin; Michael Sam-
berg, -Eric Schutz, New York; Larry Seigle,
Minnesota; Jeffrey Shero, Texas; Joel A,
Shufio, Illinois; Charles M, Smith, Texas;
Peter Snider, Vermont; Ben Stackler, Illi-
nois; Russell Stetler, Jr., Pennsylvanla; Eu-~
gene Straus, Reed Straus, New York; Allen
Strasburger, New Jersey; Willlam Tabb, Wis-
consin; Roger Taus, John J. Thomson, New
York; Frank Thompson, Oregon; Mark Tish-
man, Jack Trompetter, New ¥York; Bruce
Tulloch, Pennsylvania; Kent A, Valen, Mas-
pachusetts; Richard Van Berg, Richard Van
Brunt, Pennsylvania; Doug Wagner, Illinois;
David Watts, Pennsylvania; R. Wax, Jerry
Weinberg, New York; Charles Weinstein,
Massachusetts; Jim Williams, Kentucky;
Allan Willlamson, Pennsylvania; Robert
Wright, District of Columbia; David R. Yale,
New York; Philip Zaret, Michigan,

Mr. PROXMIRE. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that I may yield to
the distinguished senior Senator from
Iowa without losing my rxght to the
floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. wn;h-}
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~---~-CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 1963

__The Senate resumed the considera-
tion of the bill (H.R. 7152) to enforce
the constitutional right to vote, to confer
zdistrict. courts of

rovide injunctive
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. diserimination. in
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. Junanimous consent, that when
iendment_is_assigned a8 _number,
ber be placed among those as-
the amendments of the Sen-

xeceiyed and printed,
the. table: and without .

Page 3, strike out lines 10 through 18,
insert the following: i
T 7UBEg, 1101, In any proceeding for criminal
- -cofitempt arising under title 11, 1L, 1V, V, VI,
_or VII of this Act, the accused, upon demand
“‘therefor, shall be entitled to a trial by jury,
hall conform, as near.as may be to the
e in criminal cases. Upon conviction,
paecused shall not he fined more than
_Or imprisoned for more than six

. )ana

-

#uiote before “This"

"'200510 105

“public

sk an. amendment

*--the bill.

on Sage 3, uApprovad FonRelease
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On page 3, llne 22, strike out the single

quote before “Nor”, "
"7 On’'page 8, lines 22 and 23, strike out ‘or

“1n any other provision of law",

~-On page 4,
quote. )

----On page 4, line 5; strike out “1103” and in-
sert 11027, L o )

line 4, strike out the single
»

- Mr, HICKENLOOPER. Mr. President,

many Senators are not particularly

- happy with many provisions of the House
= bill as it came over.

Some of those ob-
Jections will carry over to certain pro-
visions of the so-called package amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute which

- has been laid down.

“ ‘There has been a great. deal of dis-

“‘tussion over the past many weeks.

" There has been a great deal of discus-

z sion about reaching a vote on amend-
- miénts.

tions no deeper than the convictions of.

Some of us who have convie-

other Senators-—but we happen to have

- some similar convictions about some of
= these matters—have been discussing the
‘desirability,

the advantage, and the
bropriety of asking the indulgence of the
Senate, and the permission of the Mem-
bers of the Senate to be able to vote

~ bH'eéttain amendments which we believe
~- to be very important.
“whether Senators vote for them or

Regardless of

82ainst them, we would like to proceed
- o vote on these amendments.

‘Mr. President, I believe I speak for
approximately 20 Senators on this side
~of the aisle. There are about 3 whom
I have not directly consulted on this mat-
ter, but there are about 17 with whom I

~-have talked. So I am speaking from

direct contact and personal expression
on their part. I cannot quote the other
‘three to whom I shall be referring, nor

- can I say exactly how they feel, But I

-know enough about their thinking to say

--that I believe they are in full sympathy
~with this procedure,

They are con-
cerned. Many of them have not made
up their minds what they will or will not
do in eonnection with future action on
Some have, But there is a
substantial number whose minds have
not been fully crystallized, and who are
concerned. Therefore we have the pro-
posal or suggestion that three amend-
ments which have been thrashed out

~from among a good many might receive
~-the indulgence of the Senate by way of a

vote.

I am well aware that probably all of
:us have various types of amendments,
corrections, or alterations which we
<Wolild Iike to see made to many sections
of the bill.  Legislation is not necessarily
always exactly as each Member would
like to have i, But the amendments
“which I will propose for consideration
ider 8 unanimous-consent request do

‘téprésent some important approaches to
the bill. And as I say, without in any
way having a unanimous-consent re-
quest to commit any Senator to a vote on
either side of an amendment, or on any
future action here, the burden and thrust
of this presentation is that there will
be 2 hours to a side for a discussion of
the three particular amendments, and

00290150041-7

. Chair,

f

I June 5
vet fill in the numbers of the jury trial

-amendments unless they aré now at the

desk.
" The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
numbers are now available. )

Mr. HICKENLOOPER. I thank the

I have the numbers assigned to
the respective amendments.

Therefore, I am prepared to make this
request. I hope the Senate will indulge
me if T read this request, rather than
send it to the desk at the moment, be-
cause there may be some amplifying ex-
blanation as we go through it.

I submit the following proposed unan-
imous consent agreement:

UNANIMOUS-CONSENT REQUEST

I request unanimous consent that: .

1. On Monday, June 8, next, beginning at
2 p.m the Senate proceed to the considera-
tlon of amendment No. 869, proposed to the
pending bill with debate limited to 2 hours
on a side, to be controlled by the proponent
of the amendment and the mafjority leader
respectively; that -the conclusion of such
4-hour debate, vote on the amendment shall
be postponed until Immediately after the
ascertaining of a quorum following the con-
vening of the Senate on Tuesday, June 9,
next.

2. That immediately following such vote
the Senate shall proceed to the considera-~
tion of amendment No. 868 to strike gsec-
tlons 404, 405, and 406 to H.R. 7162 with 2
hours debate llmitation on each side as pro-
posed and to be controlled as provided in 1
above k and that at the conclusion of such
debate the Senate shall proceed to vote on
sald proposed amendment.

3. That following such vote the Senate
shall proceed to take up amendment No.
806 (referred to as Cotton amendment) pro-
posing to limit the jurisdiction of the Ped-

reral Government to employers of 100 em-

ployees (under the formula in such provi-
slon) and that debate be limited as in 1 and
2 above to 2 hours on each side, the time
controlled as provided In 1 above; and that:
immediately following the termination of
such 4-hour debate, the Senate proceed to
vote on sald proposed amendment.

4. Provided further, that the time con-
sumed by any amendment or substitute (1t
eligible) proposed to any of sald three
amendments referred to in 1, 2, or 8, above,
shall be included in, and not be in addition
to, the debate limitation time above pro-
vided for; provided further, that any pro-
posed amendments or substitutes (if eligible)
to each of sald proposed amendments re-
fered to as 1, 2, or 3 shall be geérmane
thereto,

I shall now proceed to discuss the
unanimous-consent agreement in de-
tail. The first part reads:

Mr. President, I request unanimous con-
sent that (1) on Monday, June 8, next,
beginning at 2 p.m.; the Senate proceed to
the consideration of amendment No. 869—-

Parenthetically, that is the jury
amendment proposed by the Senator
from Kentucky—
proposed to the pending bill, with debate

- ltmited to 2 hours on a stde, to be controlled

by the proponent of the amendment and the
majority leader respectively; that at the
conclusion of such 4-hour debate, vote on the
amendment shall be postponed until im-
mediately after the ascertaining of a quorum
following the convening of the Senate on
Tuesday, June 9, next.

I think I should explain to Senators

S5/, GIARORSERIN403R00T20848004 1Rt afhsr umueual pro-

.+ ~gonsent request, Mr. President, I canng

Members
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e Senate wha have oc-




